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MEMCRANDUM FOR THF RECORD-

SUNIRCT: Heins v, Pnaue - Libel Suit
1. On 27 May 1065(_ ._ Jand
I met with Measra, lqd[' ! Among tho matters dis-

cuseed were the inveetipator™s roport on Oz Tammark, the mechanica
of condacting an interview for four {indlviduals now in Germany who had
boen imprisened with Hetns, nnd the analyoio of [leina'n dennoition as
prepared y an Arency neset. [For tho specliica regarding theea
gubjects, nag memorandun for tho record, dated 22 Juna 1063,

DA ndvlae 3\ 4% tha‘ the Agency had
thoroughly re"on'-ido"cd fts Tnvolvemen t{n tubsldizing Raua' defenage,
including not only the cuestion of legal fees and cxpeneea but aleo the
rmatter of the $110, 000 Judpment; and thet we wese prepared to
asaum= full reeponeibility for all costa incurred. I emphasized that
cur only requircement was that this reatter be {iralned a9 coon an
poasibla nt the minimum cost posalblo and that they ke2p una currently
acdviped of developments, Ia nddition, they wero told that they waro
froo to nogotiate a eeftlement undar such termn an they ceneldared
epprenriate in tha clrcumdtancos, eublect, of courzs, fo our prior
approval. With regard to tho payment of the L1} for legal servizes
which to date amount to 510,900, thoy were advi gcd that this could
ba pald now or at the conclusion of ths case, at their optlon.
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3 1an.‘! 7 j wers nleo told that Justice {Mr,
Eardlcy)Lﬁnd puggosted that if faus wora cuestioned regarding tas
source of his information, he chould be advised to decline to answay
on tha.grounds that an answar would subject him to criminat
proaccution pursuant to Szction 798 of Title 13, agreed
with mo that that section does not appear to be relevantto ths
problem. Furtharmore, he was of the opinlon that for Raus to

‘rely on the Fifth would have an adverse reaction on tho jury. I
agrced fo nrrange an early mecting with Justice so that tha specifica

.of {ty {ntervention and the di{forencea {a tactlica could bs more fully
explored, o

4, The {inancial commitment for legal feca and costa arising

“out of thfm euit was mada u:_[( :(e.ndj‘_ ;}:n tha barls of
r. [lounton's pdvice pubadmue=nt to his having dlactirzed tho entire

mattor with the DDCJ on 14 May 1965.
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